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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-15 have been examined. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claim 4 is objected to because of the following informalities: "component", near the end 
of line 5, should be made plural. Appropriate correction is required. 

Further, the Examiner suggests the following alternative wording for claim 4, lines 11-13: 

wherein control is transferred between said host- wizard and said one or more 
sub-wizard components through said host navigational component and said sub- 
wizard navigational component, thereby creating an extended wizard. 

This suggestion is provided merely to promote clarity in the disclosure, and Applicant is free to 
adopt or ignore this suggestion at their discretion. It is noted, however, that the provided 
suggested wording would help in overcoming the rejection of claim 4 under 35 U.S.C. §112, 
second paragraph, as detailed below. 


Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 


The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 
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4. Claims 1-6, 8, and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 1 recites the following limitations: 

"said host-wizard 1 ' in line 5; 

"said one or more sub components" in line 5; and 

"said host component execution" in lines 5-6. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for these limitations in the claim. In the interest of 
compact prosecution, lines 5-6 of claim 1 are subsequently interpreted as said host-wizard 
component invoking said one or more sub-wizard components during an execution of said 
host-wizard component, for the purpose of further examination. 

Claim 4 recites the limitation "at least one of said sub-wizard interfaces" in lines 9-10. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. In the interest of compact 
prosecution, the affected limitation is subsequently interpreted as said sub-wizard interface, for 
the purpose of further examination. 

The limitation in lines 1 1-13 of claim 4 is not positively recited, le., the claim recites the 
passive form, "can be transferred," making it unclear whether these features are part of the 
claimed invention. 
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Claim 5 recites the limitation "said one or more sub-wizards" in line 1. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. In the interest of compact 
prosecution, the affected limitation is subsequently interpreted as said one or more sub-wizard 
components, for the purpose of further examination. 

Claim 6 recites the limitation "said one or more sub-wizards" in line 1 . There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. In the interest of compact 
prosecution, the affected limitation is subsequently interpreted as said one or more sub-wizard 
components, for the purpose of further examination. 

Claim 8 recites the following limitations: 

"said host component " in line 5; 

"said one or more sub components" in line 5; and 

"said host-wizard component execution" in lines 5-6. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for these limitations in the claim. In the interest of 
compact prosecution, lines 5-6 of claim 8 are subsequently interpreted as said host-wizard 
component invoking said one or more sub-wizard components during an execution of said 
host-wizard component, for the purpose of further examination. 

Claim 9 recites the following limitations: 
"said host component " in line 6; 
"said one or more sub components" in line 6; and 
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"said host-wizard component execution" in lines 6-7. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for these limitations in the claim. In the interest of 
compact prosecution, lines 6-7 of claim 9 are subsequently interpreted as said host-wizard 
component invoking said one or more sub-wizard components during an execution of said 
host-wizard component, for the purpose of further examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 35 1 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

6. Claims 7, 10, and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Alex 
Fedorov, et al., "Professional Active Server Pages 2.0," 1998, Wrox Press Ltd (hereinafter 
Fedorov et al). 

As per claim 7, Fedorov et al discloses providing a host wizard {seismic.asp, an Active 
Server Page that causes the loading and display of a wizard dialog box; see, for example, the last 
paragraph on p. 423); providing a web component comprising: a web page containing a header 
area, a wizard control area and a control interface area (see, for example, the screenshots of the 
wizard dialog on pp. 424-426), the control interface area having navigation control means for 
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recursive navigation within said web component and to said host wizard, by utilizing one or 
more object module functions enabling navigation (the screenshots of the wizard dialog on pp. 
424-426 clearly show the "< Back" and "Next >" navigation controls). Fedorov et al further 
discloses providing a user interface that integrates the web component into the host wizard (the 
user- interface is provided by equakeget.htm, an HTML page, which interacts with the user and 
submits entered results to the Active Server Page script in seismic.asp\ see, for example, 
"Submitting the Data" on p. 43 1); and providing an information container to exchange 
informational items between the web component and the host wizard (a return string is generated 
to convey the results; see, for example, "Submitting the Data" on p. 431). 

As per claim 10, this is a computer readable medium version of the method discussed 
above (claim 7). The use of such a computer readable medium, such as memory, is further 
inherent in realizing the computer-implemented functionality disclosed by Fedorov et al 

As per claim 11, this is a computer system version of the method discussed above (claim 
7). Fedorov et al. further discloses the prescribed methods as being computer-implemented (for 
example, the screenshots on pp. 424-427 illustrate execution within an Internet Explorer web 
browser environment, which inherently requires a processor and a memory to function as 
illustrated/described). 

7. Claims 1-6, 8, 9, and 12-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
U.S. Patent No. 6,574,791 to Gauthier et al. 

As per claim 1, Gauthier et al discloses providing a host-wizard component (see, for 
example, col. 9, line 56, through col. 10, line 5); providing one or more sub-wizard components 
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(see, for example, col. 9, line 56, through col. 10, line 5); and said host-wizard invoking said one 
or more sub components during said host component execution (see, for example, col. 9, line 56, 
through col. 10, line 5). 

As per claim 2, Gauthier et al further discloses the sub-wizard component being a 
browser based object component (see, for example, col. 18, line 66, through col. 19, line 30). 

As per claim 3, Gauthier et al further discloses the sub-wizard component being an 
operating system based application component object extension (the basic functionality of the 
computer system disclosed by Gauthier et al is controlled by operating system 100; see, for 
example, col. 6, lines 42-46). 

As per claim 8, this is a computer readable medium version of the method discussed 
above (claim 1). Gauthier et al further discloses the use of such a medium to implement the 
prescribed methods (see, for example, col. 5, line 52, through col. 6, line 4). 

As per claim 9, this is a computer system version of the method discussed above (claim 
1). Gauthier et al further discloses the use of such a system to implement the prescribed 
methods (see, for example, col. 5, line 24, through col. 6, line 46). 

As per claim 4, Gauthier et al discloses a host wizard having an interface adapted to 
communicate with other wizards (see, for example, col. 9, line 56, through col. 10, line 5) and a 
host navigational component adapted to transfer control to other wizards (see, for example, col. 
10, lines 57-67; and col. 14, lines 9-14); wherein said host wizard can communicate with one or 
more sub-wizard components through the host-wizard interface and sub-wizard interfaces (see, 
for example, col. 9, line 56, through col. 10, line 5; col. 10, lines 57-67; and col. 14, lines 9-14); 
and wherein control is transferred between the host wizard and the sub-wizard component 
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through the host navigational component and the sub-wizard navigational component (see, for 
example, col. 10, lines 57-67; and col. 14, lines 9-14). 

As per claim 5, Gauthier et al further discloses the sub-wizard component being a 
browser based object component (see, for example, col. 18, line 66, through col. 19, line 30). 

As per claim 6, Gauthier et al further discloses the sub-wizard component being an 
operating system based application component object extension (the basic functionality of the 
computer system disclosed by Gauthier et al is controlled by operating system 100; see, for 
example, col. 6, lines 42-46). 

As per claim 12, Gauthier et al discloses providing a first wizard (see, for example, col. 
9, line 56, through col. 10, line 5); providing a second wizard (see, for example, col. 9, line 56, 
through col. 10, line 5); and providing at least one navigational component on each of said first 
and second wizards allowing sequential progression or regression through said first and second 
wizards to chain said second wizard to said first wizard (see, for example, col. 10, lines 57-67; 
and col. 14, lines 9-14). 

As per claim 13, Gauthier et al further discloses the first and second wizards each being 
an operating system based wizard (the basic functionality of the computer system disclosed by 
Gauthier et al is controlled by operating system 100; see, for example, col. 6, lines 42-46) or a 
web based wizard (see, for example, col. 18, line 66, through col. 19, line 30). 

As per claim 14, this is a computer system version of the method discussed above (claim 
12). Gauthier et al further discloses the use of such a system to implement the prescribed 
methods (see, for example, col. 5, line 24, through col. 6, line 46). 
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As per claim 1 5, this is a computer readable medium version of the method discussed 
above (claim 12). Gauthier et at. further discloses the use of such a medium to implement the 
prescribed methods (see, for example, col. 5, line 52, through col. 6, line 4). 
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Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 


Examiner should be directed to Eric B. Kiss whose telephone number is (571) 272-3699. The 
Examiner can normally be reached on Tue. - Fri., 7:00 am - 4:30 pm. The Examiner can also be 
reached on alternate Mondays. 

If attempts to reach the Examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the Examiner's 
supervisor, Tuan Dam, can be reached on (571) 272-3695. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 


9. 


Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 




December 7, 2004 


